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FOREWORD

The lessons learned from watershed projects addressing nonpoint source

problems are recorded in these proceedings of the National Watershed Water

Quality Project Symposium, held September 22-26, 1997, in Washington, DC.

The Symposium was conducted by the: U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, U.S.
Department of Agriculture; Cooperative State Research Education & Extension Service,
Natural Resources Conservation Service, Maryland Department of Natural Resources , and
Conservation Technology Information Center (CTIC). The Symposium featured
accomplishments of local projects funded under EPA's Section 319 (Clean Water Act) National
Monitoring Program and USDA's Demonstration, Hydrologic Unit Area Programs,

and Management Systems Evaluation Areas. The symposium also featured

lessons learned in the Farm*A*Syst and Home* A*Syst programs.
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